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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-11, 14-23 and 26-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gregory et al. (WO 0075783 A1). 

With regard to repetitively invoking an operating system to create a process with 
a thread and executing a test function repetitively in the thread, as shown in claims 1 , 
14 and 26, Gregory et al. teach executing threads to test an operating system (page 16, 
line 5 - page 17, line 20). With regard to repeating these steps until operating system 
resources are exhausted, as shown in claims 1, 14 and 26, Gregory et al. teach 
stressing the system to the limit and possibly bringing down a file system (page 10, lines 
1-11). 

With regard to initializing at least one test function, as shown in claims 2, 15 and 
27, Gregory et al. teach testing the operating system with test files and multi-threaded 
concurrent stressing (page 10, lines 1-11). With regard to a user selecting a number of 
process, as shown in claims 3, 4, 16, 17, 28 and 29, Gregory et al. teach allowing the 
user to control the number of cycles and threads of testing by stopping an infinite cycle 
or configuring the test using data files (page 13, line 20 - page 14, line 21). With regard 
to creating at least a second thread, as shown in claims 5, 18 and 29, and creating the 
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second thread by a configuration file using the operating system, as shown in claims 6, 
7, 19 and 20, Gregory et al. teach testing the operating system with test files and multi- 
threaded concurrent stressing and allowing the user to control the number of cycles and 
threads of testing by stopping an infinite cycle or configuring the test using data files 
(page 10, lines 1-11; page 13, line 20 - page 14, line 21). 

With regard to a second thread being created upon a first thread request, as 
shown in claims 8, 21 and 30, Gregory et al. teach a main thread spawning other 
threads (page 17, lines 13-15). With regard to repetitively executing the test function in 
the first and second threads, as shown in claims 9 and 31, Gregory et al. teach cycling 
or looping through a test to stress a system (page 41, lines 8-12). With regard to 
repeating the invoking and executing to create processes with first and second threads 
to execute the test function parallel and repetitively, as shown in claims 10, 22 and 32, 
Gregory et al. teach multi-threaded concurrent stressing of the system (page 10, lines 1- 
11, page 13, line 20 - page 14, line 21). With regard to retrieving results of the test 
function, as shown in claims 1 1 , 23 and 33, Gregory et al. teach outputting results of the 
tests (page 1 0, line 1 2 - page 1 1 , line 1 1 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 12, 13, 24, 25, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gregory et aL in view of Morrison et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication 2003/0167422). 

Gregory et al. teach all the limitations of claims 1 and 5 upon which claims 12 
and 13 depend, claims 14 and 18 upon which claims 24 and 25 depend and claims 26 
and 29 upon which claims 34 and 35 depend. Gregory et al. do not teach deleting the 
second thread invoking termination of a test function by the first thread and deleting 
processes, as shown in claims 12, 13, 24, 25, 34 and 35. Morrison et al. teach ending a 
process by terminating a threads and a module clean up function (par. 29; Figure 3b). 
Clean up in multi-threaded computer applications generally refers to deletion of threads 
that are no longer needed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the operating system test function, as 
taught by Gregory et al., to include module clean up, as taught by Morrison et al., 
because then unused threads and process would not have been using system 
resources after when the process were no longer needed. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rowe (US Patent No. 6,324,492) teaches server stress testing with multiple 
concurrent client simulation. 

Klotz et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0015744) teach scalable 
multithreaded network testing. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Manuel L. Barbee whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2212. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marc S. Hoff can be reached on 571-272-2216. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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